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SUMMARY:

This item is to approve funding for work estimated to complete the Airport Fuel Farm
Phase Il Environmental Assessment

FINANCIAL IMPACT:

Original Council Authorization:  $81,800
Additional Authorization Request: $14,900
Total Cost Including This Item: $96,700
Funding Source: Airport Fund
BACKGROUND:

Washington Group International has completed the first four tasks of their original scope
of work for the Awrport Fuel Farm Phase Il Environmental Assessment. The work
included a soil vapor survey, push probe soil sampling, documents review, site
reconnaissance, personnel interviews, and report. This work was completed at a lump
sum cost of $42,500. The results of this work were reported to Council at a meeting on
March 6, 2002.

Washington’s work showed areas of hydrocarbon concentrations in the fuel farm area,
but also showed migration of hydrocarbons out of their study area, namely, across
Addison Road and fo the west and northwest of the fuel farm.

The attached proposal from Washington details the additional work that is estimated to
complete the Phase Il Environmental Assessment for the fuel farm. The work includes
additional soil vapor sampling, soil borings, soil sampling and analysis, installation of
monitoring wells, and a final report with a presentation of results o Council. This wa:}rk
1s proposed for a Lump Sum of $54,200.

The total cost of the project is now $96,700, and since $81,800 was authorized initially,
an additional anthorization of $14,900 is required.

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends Council approve additional fuinding of $14,900 for this project and

anthorize the City Manager to accept Washington’s Proposal dated April 9, 2002 in the
armount of $54,200.
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Industrial/Process

Tuesday, April 08, 2002
WGI Proposal No. 80805-1 (Rev. 2 Addendum 2)

QP&ES 01-E005
Mr. James C. Pierce, Jr., P.E. -
Assistant Director of Public Works
Town of Addison
P.O. Box 9010
Addison, Texas 75001-9010
PROPOSED SCOPE OF WORK
FOR

PHASE Il ENVIRONMENTAL SITE ASSESSMENT
ADDISON AIRPORT FUEL FARM
ADDISON, TEXAS

Deér Mr. Pierce:

Presented here is the Revision 2 Addendum 2 of our proposed scope of work for the
Phase lI Environmental Site Assessment of the fuel farm at Addison Airport in Addison,
Texas. This addendum is submitted in accordance with our conversations on March 20
and April 4, 2002, and provides ari amended scope of work reiatwe to-our Revision 2 -
proposal, as approved by the Town on December 31, 2001. -

Background

The Town of Addison retained Washington Group International to conduct a Phase 1
Environmental Site Assessment. The approved scope of work included six tasks separated
into fwo parts, consisting of a soil vapor survey (Task 1), a pilot direct-push soil sampling
program (Task 2), documents review (Task 3}, and a mid-project status report (Task 4) for
the first part; and a soil and groundwater sampling and testing program (Task 5) with a final |
report {Task 6) for the second part. Tasks 1 to 4 were completed between the period of
January to March 2002, and the results were presented to the Town Council on March 6,
2002. The results indicated that hydrocarbons have been released into the subsurface in
the fuel storage areas and extend off site beneath Addison Road fo the east, and fo the

west and north toward the T-hangars and closed dispenser island, respectively. Both soil .. ..

‘and groundwater have been affected by the hydrocarbons. In particular, soil hydfocarbon
concentrations exceed TNRCC Action Limits, the levels at which TNRCC requires fz:rther
investigation and/or remediation.

The results of Task 1 through Task 4 indicated that Tasks 5 and 6 must be
completed to delineate the vertical and horizontal extent of contamination. This addendum
presents our proposed scope of work for final delineation. It is expanded relative to the
scope presented in the Revision 2 proposal of December 13, 2001, based on findings of
Tasks 1 t0 4.

8433 Kirby Dirive, Houston, TX 77054 » P.O. Box 1281 Houston, TX T1281-1281
Phoso: {713} 8523000 e Fax {713) 383-8148 » wwwwgintcom
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Scope of Work

This revised scope of work consists of three tasks that are follow-on from the -
previous four tasks and thus maintain numerical sequencing. It is our opinion' that the
scope outlined below cannot be reduced further without seriously jeopardizing the technical
integrity of the program. Tasks 5 to 7 are related to additional data gathering activities to
further guantify the lateral exient and magnitude of contamination in the soil and
groundwater. The tasks detailed below will be managed by a TNRCC-registered Corrective
Action Project Manager under the employ of Washington. Washington is a Registered
Corrective Action Specialist. The tasks will be conducted in accordance with the current
project-specific Health and Safety Plan {(HSP).

Task § — Soil Vapor Survey. Washington will oversee the execution -of a soil
vapor survey that will establish the horizontal boundary conditions of soil hydrocarbon
vapors that could not be established during the previous survey. We will retain the services
of Exploration Technologies, Inc., (ETl) to conduct the survey. ETI conducted the previous
soil vapor survey at the airport.

The work plan includes the collection, over a 3-day period, of up to 44 soil vapor
samples on a grid spacing containing approximately 60 feet between sampling locations.
~ The number of samples required to evaluate the area on this grid spacing is based on the
attached map. We believe 44 locations is the minimal number that will be necessary to
-encompass the existing soil vapor plume on the 80-ft spacing. It is very conceivable that
more than 44 locations will be necessary to establish the full he;“szmta! exient of the soil
vapor plume. Because we do not know how many additional locations may be necessary,
we have priced the program to include only the 44 locations but have also included a unit
price for the field crew daily rate and a unit price for each additional soil vapor analysis. If
additional locations appear necessary, a fourth day of sampling would be required.

The locations of individual samples may be adjusted in the field during field
operations to allow for buildings, piping, utility chases, etc. The proposed locations of the
soil vapor samples are on the airport property and off site east of the Addison Road right-of-
way (ROW). Based upon the results of this survey, infill (higher denhsity) or expanded grid
sampling can be performed in anomalous parts of the study area (if required to better
delineate the plume(s)); costs have not been included for infill or expanded grid sampling
and would only be conducted with. Town approvai For sampling east of the Addison Road |
ROW or other properties, we would require Town permission andfor assistance gammg
access for sampling those locations.

Vapor samples will be analyzed (screened) in the field during sample collection for
methane, carbon dioxide, and oxygen using an infrared gas analyzer. The results of these
analyses will aid the field crew in adjusting the sampling grid (if necessary) and determining
the location(s) of possible "hot spots” during sample collection.

All soil vapor samples will be analyzed in ETI's Houston, Texas laboratory utilizing
standard QA/QC procedures. Samples will be analyzed for C1-C4 (methane, ethane,
propane, and butanes) and C5+ (pentane-xylenest) hydrocarbons using two flame
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tonization detector {FID) gas chromatographs. The FID gas chromatograph utilized for C5+
hydrocarbon analyses contains a capillary column, allowing for high resolution (and
separation) of individual compounds (such as BTEX, efc)) and identification of specific
_ product signatures. Our project price does not include the . additional cost fot the high-
. resolution capillary analyses/interpretation; however, the chromatograms will be archived in
the event specific samples require additional review at a later date. Results of the C1-C4
and C5+-analyses will be tabulated and presented in parts per million by volume (ppmv).

ET! will prepare a report including tabulated data, colored plume maps for the
various hydrocarborvbiogenic gas constifuents, and an interpretation of the data/maps.
The work program will require up to four field days. Washington personnel will coordinate
with the Town for clearing and marking all utilities and obtaining permission to collect
samples on properties and/or right-of-ways included in the survey area (if applicable) prior
o the commencement of field activities.

Task 6 — Soil Borings and Monitoring Well Installation. This program does not
take into account assessing the potential extent of contamination, if present, in the
underlying bedrock formation. This information gathered from this task would be combined
with the horizontal boundary data from the soil vapor survey to define the lateral extent of
contamination and to evaluate the vertical extent of contamination.

The preferred method for the collection of soil samples is direct push drifling. This
program is developed on the assumption that the subsurface stratigraphy will be conducive
to this method. Based on the earfier sampling conducted this appears to be a suitable
method for soil sampling.

Six {6) direct push borings will be strategically located based on the resulis of the
completed soil vapor survey. As in the previous boring task, soil samples will be collected
and logged continuously to a maximum depth of 25 feet or until bedrock refusal. We will
document soil type, groundwater, evidence of contamination, and other pertinent
information on soil boring logs and a fiekd notebook. ‘

TNRCC guidance for risk-based assessments conducted at underground tank sites
requires that discrete soil samples be collected in the source area at intetvals of Gto 2 ft, 2
- ftto 15 it, and 15 ft to total depth. Outside the source area soil samples must be collected
to define the horizontal and vertical extent of contamination within the zone of greatest
contamination; immediately above the saturated zone, and at total depth, Based on the
proposed depth of soils’ available for sampling and the scarcity of perched groundwater,
this should be accomplished by collecting two soil samples from each boring location; our
proposal is priced accordingly, Within the identified source areas soil samples will be
collected at the zero to 2 ft depth interval and at the depth of greatest organic vapor
response. At other locations the soils samples will be collected at the interval of greatest
organic vapor response and at total depth of the boring. If during sampling it is found that
soil samples can be collected below a depth of 15 ft, we will collect soll samples in
accordance with TNRCC guidance; a unit price for additional analysis is included at the end
of this proposed scope of work.

Two soil samples will be selected from each boring location for BTEX (Method 8260)
and TPH (Method 1005) analyses. The scil sample showing the greatest organic vapor
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response in the field from each boring location will be selected for polyaromatic
hydrocarbon (PAH) analysis (Method 8270).

The soil samples will be placed in laboratory-cleaned glass jars with appropriate
labels and then placed in an ice-filled chest for transport to our. laboratory Chain-of-
custody documents will accompany the samples. All sample handling equipment will be
decontaminated betwaen soil sample intervals. After boring completion, the boring will be
grouted with cement, bentonite, or other acceptable matenal to inhibit stratigraphic cross
contamination.  Driling and sampling wastes will be collected in drums for later
characterization testing and disposal by others.

If groundwater is encountered, we will install and sample up to four {4) monitoring
wells to bedrock refusal, or a maximum depth of 25 feet. Hollow-stem auger techniques
will be required for monitoring well installation. The locations will be determined using the
soil vapor data and the soil boring data to optimize the locations, taking into account
hydrogeologic and contamination considerations. Actual depths will be determined in the
field based on stratigraphy and the depths of hydrocarbon-impacted zones. We will
construct the wells with 2-in. ID, flushqjoint-threaded, Schedule 40 PVC, using 0.010-in,
slofted casing. Filter pack sand will be placed around the well screen, followed by a
bentonite seal and grouted to surface. The wells will be flush-mounted relative to ground
surface with a protective, locked cover. We will develop the wells to remove cuttings and
sediments that could affee;t hydraui}c commumcatior; between the well screen aﬂd the
fennatlon fiuids. : : : : ~

After well deveiﬂpment we w:i[ purge the wells of stagrzant water and collect
groundwater samples for analytical testing. Groundwater collected from the monitoring
wells will be analyzed for BTEX, TPH, and PAH. We will place groundwater samples in
laboratory-cleaned glass jars with appropriate labels and place them in an ice-filled chest
for transport to our laboratory. One method blank, a duplicate, and a trip blank to evaluate
¢ross contamination will be included with .each sample lot for QA/QC control. Chain-of-
custody documents will accompany the samples. Sample handling equipment will be
decontaminated between wells. Sampling wastes will be coliected in drums for later
charactenzation testing and disposal by cothers. This program does noﬁ lnc!ude sampling
- and analysis of groundwater from the existing monitoring welis.

Upon completion of soil boring ‘and monitoring well installation we will retain a
Registered Public Land Surveyor (RPLS) fo locate all the newly-instalied wells and borings, -
The survey will provide an elevation relative to a local benchmark to provide accurate
vertical and horizontal control data that will be necessary for subsequent hydrogeologic
characterization. - The RPLS will provide a digitized drawing and electronic file in AutoCAD
for use in our reports. '

Task 7 — Final Report and Recommendations. We will develop a report using
TNRCC standardized forms, where required, that are mandatory under their LPST

program. These reports include field activity reports, well monitoring reports, site
investigation reports, corespondence forms, and others, as appropriate. The final report
will incorporate all the data collected from the earlier tasks and include a recommendation
directed toward natural attenuation as the preferred remedial alternative. We will also
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include in the report an estimated cost, */~ 30% to 40%, on what the Town could expect for
bringing the site to closure under a natural atienuation scenario. However, it is our
experience that the TNRCC may require additional information before agreeing to a natural
attenuation alternative, including a receptor survey, soil properties testmg, a utilities vapor -
survey, a water well inventory, etc., which have not been included in this scope of work,
We have made provision for the Washmgtef; Project Manager to present to the Town

Coungil the findings of the study.

Schedule

Upon receipt of both a signed Work Authorization and Notice to Proceed (NTP), we
will begin preparations to mobilize to the site to begin Tasks 5 to 7. We will complete the
fieldwork for Tasks 5 and 6 within four weeks of notification, followed by another two weeks
to allow for analytical testing. Task 7 will be completed four weeks after receipt of the
analytical test results, for a total duration of about ten weeks.

Price

This section presents: (1) a Lump Sum price for Tasks 5 through 7, work that we |
have confidence has a very well defined scope and (2), Time and Materials prices for any
additional work that may be required.

The Lump Sum price to conduct Task & through Task 7 as one program is $54,200.
This price includes provisions for a Final Presentation to the Town Council conducted by
the Washington Project Manager. The Lump Sum price has been developed based on the
following assumptions:

1. Washington-Staubach, the Town's airport management agent, will provide .
unrestricted access to Fuel Areas and will provide notification to tank operators
of our intent to conduct work in those areas.

2. Town will make a good faith effort to identify locations of their buried utility lines.
Washington-Staubach will make a good faith effort to identify other utility lines or
other buried objects in the Fuel Areas for Washington. It is common for the
identification of buried utilites and ob;ects to take many . days by the tjme

it is critical to our sch&duie that all entltles identify their known buried ut;ilties

before mobilization. Provisions have been made to use geophysucs to |demn‘y G

unknown buried objects.

3. Prices include costs related to routine project meetings, discussions, and
meetings with the Town but not with TNRCC or other third parties. No public
notification costs have been included. The prices include a reasonable
timeframe for progressive completion of the tasks without extensive delays
between tasks beyond the control of Washington.

4. Prices have been developed on standard 8-hour workdays, 40-hour weeks,
assuming normal, nationally recognized holidays with no provision for overtime
or weather delays.
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5. Subsurface conditions do not indicate the need for driliing, samplihg, or well
installation by methods other than direct push or holiow-stem auger.

6. Prices do not include soil cutting and well develepment ﬂmd wastes profiling
and/or d:sposal -

Table 1 presents the rates that would be in place for any adé;tlonai wark that may
prove necessary beyond the scope of work presented here. Such work would not be
conducted without prior approval of the Town.

Paul R. W’;Id Project Manager 110.
Ron Bowiin ' Field Manager x 80.
Sam Lundaren Client /LiaisonfAirport Engineer 120.
Ron Forest CADD Specialist 70.
Various Clerical/Secretarial 50.
Various Field Technician - 35.

- Table 2 preseﬁts_'unit rates for additional Task 5 soil vapor sampﬁng.‘

Field Crew, 2-man, w per diem $1300/day
C1 - C4, C5+, CO2 Analysis combined $135/est

_Tables 3 and 4 present unit rates for Task 6 push.-probe boring-and menitoring wells,

and analytical costs for the proposed program, respectively.

Hollow: Stern Auger Bonng, 25 depth $22/ft (25 ft minimum)
Direct Push Boring $1700/day
Monitoring Well, 25-f depth, 2-in. ID PVC $40/ft (25 ft mintmum)
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So!!lWater ) Total Petrc}ieurﬁ TNRCC1005 |- - $75.
-Hydrogarbons {TPH) o C

Polynuclear Aromatic EPA 8270 $140.

Hydrocarbons (PAH)
Benzene, Toluene, EPA 8020 or 8260 $45.

Ethylbenzene, Xylene

(BTEX)

Scope of Work Acceptance ,
If you accept this scope of work, please sign below or forward us a signed Purchase
Order or similar authorizing document that references this Scope of Work.

Closing Remarks
We are pleased to have this opportunity to serve the Town of Addison and to
demonstrate our breadth of capabilities. We look forward to worldng with you.

Sincerely, .
WASHINGTON GROUP INTERNATIONAL
TNRCC RCAS 00169

o P et

Paul R. Wild
Manager of Environmental Services
TNRCC CAPM0O0385

Accepted By: : ,
- Roib Whitehead, City Manager .

Date:

Attachments: Soll Vapor Sample Location

LA#EnAN G PrlectsiPhaseIESANpropesat feviaddendusn) doc
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e
& w DATE 17[/‘2&;/(?9&‘ JOB NO.
ADDISON ATTENTION
Public Works / £ng:neeﬁng e /g’{frﬂgr‘f— Fete / e
14801 Wesi * P.O. Box 9010
Addison, ;:xge;o;z(}{}] > ‘pAﬁ o 71 /‘4':'-4”?! / (e h P #Vbﬁj
Telephone: (972] 450-2871 = Fox: {972] 450.2837 /"?—5@3 <8 m@/;\,ﬂm
10 Carton an
GENTLEMAN:
WE ARE SENDING YOU Mﬂ\ﬂached 1 Under separate cover via the following items:
[ Shop Drawings ] Prints O Plans 1 Samples 0O Specifications
L1 Copy of lefter ] Change order O
COPIES DATE NO. 4 DESCRIPTION

f E A 4; :Z 7(44’;“/“/ bt
% 2@&&%‘

e

THESE ARE TRANSMITTED as checked bhelow:

O For approval O Approved as submitted {21 Resubmit copies for approval
For your uss LJ Approved as noted [ Submnit coples for distribution

I As requested 1 ARetumed for corrections O Retum corrected prints

O For review and comment [

0 FOR BIDS DUE 18 O PRINTS RETURNED AFTER LOANTO US

REMARKS 71&, ,ﬁécuéL '{ém.} yar P o 4’4&’?2 carbons fhay
W /’Wlﬁmi‘-&/ #‘Mﬁ/ﬁw%,ﬁzf:@, Al A %z.acm/

work < ﬁ/ﬁnmﬁﬁ 1 poFtrmmine e @xw«aé

(£ anw ! Floise Lall 1F- Fhere are é‘ﬁ?ﬁf’

§gw&z

COPY TO P
/Qz@« Qfﬂ >,
SIGNED: :

if enciosures are not as noled, please n&ﬁ%zs at orice.






Washington Group Intf.
File # 96167

Collection Center Drive
Chicago, Il. 60633

ADDISON (Town of ), TX
16801 Weslgrove Road
Addison, TX 75001-5180
ATTN: Mr. Jim Pierce

Washington
Group Int'l. Inc

JOB NO, 25361
DATE 8-Apr-02
INVOICE NO. 1054551

INQUIRIES 713-852-3019

TO INSURE PROPER CREDIT SEND YOUR REMITTANCE TO FILE # 86167, COLLECTION CENTER DRIVE, CHICAGO, 1L 80683
FOR WIRE TRANSFER TO BANK OF AMERICA ABA #121000358 FOR CREDIT TQ WG ACCOUNT NO. 1233007378

PERIOD - FEBRUARY 9 through MARCH 22, 2002

SERVICES RENDERED DURING THE ABOQVE PERIOCD IN CONNECTION WiTH TASKS 1 TO 4 AND SUPPLEMENTAL
CONSULTATION SERVICES FOR PHASE 2 ENYIRONMENTAL SITE ASSESSMENT, ADDISON AIRPORT FUEL FARM

K{’M/L -
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES w )
EXPENSES

TOTAL

Budget: $52,400.00

This Invoice : $32,400.00
Previous Invoices: $20,000.00
Remaining: $0

y %ii Sed

9,400

$32,400.00
FZ/Q-}/L\L@—E $0.00

$32,400.00

ok b 5T
Z‘j;?w-


http:32,400.00
http:52,400.00
http:32,400.00




Mark Acevedo

From: paul.wild@wgint.com

Sent: Wednesday, April 03, 2002 8.36 AM
Ta: Macevedo@Ci. Addison, Tx. Us
Subject: Proposal Revision 2 Addendum

Mark, thanks for discussing the proposal with me yesterday. As | stated

yesterday, the additional ~$26k in costs above the original budget

estimate .. - , ( :

for tge second part of the investigation is primarily related to the

nee

for the completion of the soil vapor program by ETI. Some additional

minor

costs are related to some modifications in the analytical testing

program, .

some additional research into TNRCC archives, and a final project

closeout

meeting to present the results to you, Jim, Chris, and Ron, The

additional

funds are roughly what Ron Bowlin had "guesstimated" during the March 20

pt)t%ne call with Jim and Sam. !{ was our understanding from our meetings

wi :

the Town that the completion of the soil vapor survey was a priority to

delineate the horizontal extent of contamination, particularly across

Addison Road. Even if the Town had not requested it, | would have been

remiss if | had not made provision for the horizontal delineation

because

the State will certainly require it. It is not my desire to bulk up the

project scope for a short-term monetary gain; rather, my intent is o

iievelop a long-term relationship with the Town that will last long afer
am . :

nolionger directly involved with the airport tank project. 1tis not

only

my intent but the intent also of my colleagues. Therefore, | believe we

have put together a very technically sound and cost effective program

designed to get to the heart of the matter, i.e. an understanding of the

extent and magnitude of the subsurface contamination at the airport. In

reference to your meeting this afternoon, | will be very happy to

participate by phone if you so choose. | look forward to hearing from

Y

Paul



mailto:paul.wild@wginl.com




Budget: $85,000

Original Proposal Tasks 1-6 $81,800

Tasks 1-4 Completed (half way point) $42,500

Upon completion of tasks 1-4 — determined that 5-6 would have to be revised to
include soil vapor survey.

Tasks 5-6 were estimated at $39,300

$42,500

$39.300 {not done)
$81,800 '

Supplemental Proposal (3) Tasks $9,900

Council Presentation

Regulatory Analysis of TNRCC regulations

Cost Estimates for construction of a new fuel farm & cﬂsts to upgrade and keep
present farm

Update of Original Propgsal Tasks 5-8 $65,500

Perform tasks 5-6 from original proposal

Include a Soil Vapor Survey as discussed at the staff technical meeting 2/20/02
$26,200,

$39,300 (from orig. proposal)

$26,200

$65,500

Phase I Project Supplemental Services

$42,500 $9,900
$65.500

$108,000

$81.800 Original Prop.
$26,200 Additional funding
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Y wasthington

Industrial/Provess

March 18, 2002

Mr. James Pierce, P.E.

Town of Addison

16801 Wesigrove Drive
Addison, Texas 75001-0144

Re: Letter of Transmittal
Phase Il Environmental Site Assessment
Addison Airport
Addison, Texas

Dear Mr. Pierce:

Transmitted with this letter are four (4) copies of the Interim Status Report for the above
referenced project as presented in our proposal. Also transmitted is one (1) copy of the soil
vapor program conducted by Exploration Technologies, Inc. (ETI). The copy of the ETI
report includes color plates for the various soil vapor parameters evaluated. A reproduced
black and white version of the ETi report is included as Attachment A in our Interim Status
Report.

Washington appreciates this opportunity to be of service to the Town and looks forward to
compieting this study. If you have any questions, please call me at 713.852.3035. Iflam
not available at the time of your call, please call Ron Bowlin at 713.852.3030.

Sincerely,
WASHINGTON GROUP INTERNATIONAL

ul R. Wild
Manager of Environmental Services

incl: 4 copies

Berpia e Mk Aceiretr— 3-20-03

8433 Kirby Tirive, Houston, TX 77054 @ P.O. Box 1281 Houston, TX 77251-1281 & Phone; (713 852-3000 & Faor {710) 3839148
wwwwgintcom
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Wednesday, February 27, 2002
WGI Project No, 25361

QP&ES 02-E002
Mr. Mark Acevedo
Administrator
Facilities & Fleet Services
Town of Addison
P.O. Box 9010
Addison, TX 75001-9010
PROPOSED SCOPE OF WORK
FOR -

SUPPLEMENTAL CONSULTATION SERVICES
PHASE Il ENVIRONMENTAL SITE ASSESSMENT
-ADDISON AIRPORT FUEL FARM
¢ ADDISON, TEXAS

Dear Mr. Acevedo:

In accordance with your instructions during our meeting on February 20, we are
forwarding to you our proposal to provide supplemental consultation services to assist the
Town of Addiscn in developing a strategy for managing the Fuel Area at Addison Airport.

g

Background \

The Town of Addisor retained Washington Group international, Inc., (Washington)
to conduct 2 Phase Il Environmental Site Assessment of the Fuel Area at Addison Airport.
We conducted a soil vapor survey and some limited soil and groundwater sampling and
testing to gain a general understanding of baseline subsurface conditions for hydrocarbon
contamination. The preliminary findings of the first portion (Tasks 1 to 4) of the study were
presented to the Town during a meeting on December 20, 2002. The preliminary findings
indicated the presence of hydrocarbons in soll and groundwater at concentrations
exceeding Texas Natural Resource Conservation Commission (TNRCC) Action Limits, or
those concentrations above which TNRCC requires additional investigation andfor
remediation. Based on these findings, the Town directed us to develop a program for
presentation to the Town Councll and cost estimates for possible Fuel Area upgrading or
new construction. The scope of work and pricing to comply with the Town's directive is
presented in the following sections.

The Town aiso directed us o develop the final scope of work fo complete the
remaining Phase |l ESA work, which consists of complete delineation of the extent and
magnitude of the subsurface contamination. The scope of work to complete the remaining
work will be submitted under separate cover.

1250 W, Sam Houston Fiwy. S, Houston, TX 77042 » PO, Bux 1281 Houstan, TX 77281-1281 » Phone: {281 5203000 » Fax (281) 525-8066
wawwgintcom



Mr. Mark Acevedo
Wednesday, February 27, 2002
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Scope of Work

We will conduct three tasks that are in addition to the tasks presented in our
December 13, 2001 proposal for the Phase 11 ESA, consisting of (1) making a presentation
to the Town Council to explain the findings to date of our study, (2) conducting a detailed
regulatory analysis to identify specific TNRCC underground storage tank regulations for (a)
gvaluating Fuel Area compliance and (b) identifying regulations that must be accounted for
in any engineering design work for upgrade or new construction, and (3) developing cost
estimates to (a) upgrade the existing Fuel Area to become compliant with TNRCC
regulations and to (b} design and build a new Fue! Area.

Task 1 - Presentation. We will develop a presentation format that is geared toward
graphically demonstrating to the Town Council the extert and magnitude of the subsurface
contamination determined to date. We will aftempt to make the presentation as simple as
possible, bearing in mind the probable non-technical backgrounds of the Council members.
Technical issues will be addressed only to the extent necessary to give a general
understanding to Council members of the steps taken to derive the data. We will provide
handouts of the presentation slides andfor figures for Council members and Town
management personnel. The presentation will be conducted with PowerPoint or some
similar means of graphically displaying the findings.

The actual presentation wili be conducted by Washington's Project Manager, Field
Manager, and Airport Engineer. We will make the presentafion on Wednesday, March 8,
2002, =t the 7 p.m. hearing, assuming the current schedule remains the same. Before the
Council hearing begins, we would recommend a dry run of the presentation before Town
management personnel. To that end, we have made provisions to be at the Town during
the normal working hours of March 6. '

Task 2 - Requlatory Analysis. During the February 20 meeting, the Town
indicated a desire to know the regulatory implications of the Fuel Area operations.

Specifically, the desire was stated to know the specific TNRCC regulations by name and
number that dictate how the tanks are to be managed. This exercise is necessary in any
case to determine which regulations affect either an upgrading program for the existing
tanks or a design/build scenario for a new tank farm. Washington's Airport Engineer will
need to know the specific design requirements that are stated in the regulations for either
scenaria.

We will conduct a thorough review of the regulations found in 30 Texas
Administrative Code 334, Underground and Aboveground Storage Tanks, to identify those
regulations pertaining to design and operations criteria. Additionally, to the extent possible,
we will identify those regulations that appear to be violated by the Fuel Area operations. We
do not have detailed operation logs and tank system design drawings, such that this effort
will be based on what we could see at the surface during previous reconnaissance of the
Fuel Area and a general understanding of operational histories. We will not address tank
registration, fess, or other administrative criteria that, although important, are not germane
to this effort. When necessary for purposes of clarification, we will also speak with TNRCC
personnel to gain an understanding of their interpretation of the regulations. We will speak
with agency personnel in a generic sense without reference to the Town.



Mr. Mark Acevedo
Wednesday, February 27, 2002
Page 3 ‘

Task 3 - Cost Estimates. Based on the specific regulations of 30 TAC 334 and
good engineering practice, our Airport Engineer will develop fwo cost estimales, one fo
upgrade the existing Fuel Area and a second to design and build a new tank farm. We will
not take into consideration remediation costs since we do not know what, if any, remedial
actions will be required by TNRCC. The Airport Engineer will develop some basic drawings
in CAD to assist in establishing an upgrade and design basis, but we have made no
provisions for development of detailed construction drawings and related documents
(P&IDs, isometrics, PFDs, material takeoifs, bid tabs).

Price

The Lump Sum price to conduct Task 1 through Task 3 as one program is $9900,
This price includes (1) labor for development of the presentation, development of the cost
estimates and associated drawings, regulatory analysis, and the actual presentation; and

(2) expenses for travel from Denver and Houston, including food and lodging, and
reproduction for presentation material handouts.

Scope of Work Acceptance

If you accept this scope of work, please sign below or forward us a signed Purchase
Order or similar authorizing document that references this Scope of Work. This work wili be
conducted as a suppiement to the agreement for the Phase || ESA, as previously approved
by Mr. Ron Whitehead.

Closing Remarks

We are pleased to have this opportunity to serve the Town of Addison and fo
demonstrate our breadth of capabilities. We look forward to working with you.

Sincerely,
WASHINGTON GROUP INTERNATIONAL
TNRCC RCAS 00189

o A &

Paul R Wild
Manager of Environmental Services
TNRCC CAPMOO0385

Ron Whitehead
City Manager

Date: 3-19-0%

L AddisonPraeisPhasel FESaSupplementaiConmiilation dog
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Interim Environmental Repgrt Presented

(revised draft for approval)

On March 6, the City Council of the Towy of Addizon received a project status
briefing from the Washington Infrastructure GrgOp who is conducting an Envzrenmmtai
Site Assessment of the fuel storage area at Addison Airport.

At the request of the City Council in 1998, Camp, Dresser, McKee conducted a
Phase I environmental assessment of the airpgrt. The Phase I report indicated several
areas of the airport that required further envifonmental assessment. The Town requested
a Phase 1l environmenta! study be performediand a number of firms responded to the
Town’s advertised request for proposal. Washington Infrastructure Group was selected
to perform the Phase 11 study.

Washington’s current study involves only the fuel storage area that has been in
use for more than 30 years. Many of the underground tanks are nearing the end of their
useful life and some have been abandoned. Ten of the 29 known tanks are not being used
but still contain fuel. Over the 30-year period, it is estimated that of
fuel have been released into the environment.

wa3  The March 6 interim report, based on soil vapor samplings conducted at more
than 80 locations in and around the fuel farm as well as soil borings, indicated the
presence of a variety of hydrocarbon components in the soil. The presence of methane
£as in the gas vapor samples indicate that natural attenuation is occurring, that is, bacteria
in the soil is acting on the hydrocarbons, thereby cleansing the soil and r&mrmng it ’io its
pre-spill condition. :

The consultant report indicates that the fuel farm is not in compliance with current
Texas Natural Resource Conservation Commission regulations. While the interim report
indicates that natural attenuation efforts are helping clean up the site, with the continued
operation of the fuel farm, more spilis are likely to occur and additional remediation
efforts may be needed.

The consulting group compared costs of relocating the fuel farm to a new site
with replacement of needed equipment at the current site (in order to bring it into
compliance with government regulations). Estimates would range from $1.6 million to
upgrade and repaif the existing location to $1.9 miflion for a new site. They also noted
that if the repair option was chosen, removing existing tanks might reveal additional

Sods —polution that would have to be removed before construction could continue. This would

[or abfected
ﬁe’s[s)

senoasiy impair operations at the airport and could add to construction costs.

While the study will continue for several more months to more accurately
determine the extent of contamination, the consultants recommended that the Council
consider construction of a new fuel farm at a different site. Further contamination of the
present site would be reduced by moving operations to another location, thereby saving
additional remediation costs.

The final report is expected by early summer
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Project Status Briefing & Recommendations

Environmental Site Assessment, Phase |l
Fuel Storage Area

at Addison Airport
ﬂ; Airport Washington

Prepared for the Addison Town Leadership
Presentation on March 6, 2002

Briefings and Presentation By:

Paul Wild, Project Manager

Ron Bowlin, Field Manager

Sam Lundgren, P.E., Aviation Engineer
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@ Washington

SUMMARY OF ANALYTICAL RESULTS (MG/KG)

Parameter SAMPLE LOCATION
Sample Loc. PB-1 PB-2 FB-3 PH4 PB-5 FB-6 PB-7 FB-8 FB-9 PB-10 PB4W
Depth, fi 56 78 2-4 6-7 5-6 5-6 34 4-5 34 4-3
(PID, ppm) (96) (93) (275) 3 (Y] {130) (0) ©) 250 (300
Benzene 2.2
Tolusng 0,005 (.005] 0.0053 .002 0.012 0.012 0.006) 0.008 0.170) 0.11
Ethylbenzene 0063 6.2
Xyvlenes + Q0027 00021 00027 0.0031 4.002) 00027 1,75
MTBE 2.4
C6—-Cl12 440 5710 39 42 480
C12 - (28 1000 1200 10 1200 2 m&
Action Levels:
Benzene: 0.5 MG/KG

TPH: 100 MG/KG



@ Washington

TNRCC Regulations Suspected to be Violated by Addison Airport Fuel Area

{fem
Mo,

Regulation Ne. Description

Sub Ruls

30 TAC 334.47 (b) | Minimum upgrading
requirements for
existing UST systerns

(1) must have tank integrity assessment and Instaliation of cathodic protection
system (CPS) by 12/22/98

S iCn| b

i~

11

(A} fank Integrity assessment by one or more of:

{ release deteatlon monitoring by automatic tank gauging and inventory control
[334.50(d)(£)]; or vapor monitoring in UST excavation zone backfill with
334.46(g)(3}B){ii-compliant wells [334.50(d)(5}}; or groundwater meonitoring where
water level not > 20 ft bgs in backfill not < 0.01 em/s hydraulic conductivity
[334.50(d)(8)]; or interstitial vaporlliquid monitoring for double-walled USTs
[334.50(dy(7)}; or vaporiiquid monitoring in secondary containment bamiers
[334.50(d)(8)]

(i) tank tighiness testing before installation of CPS and 3 - 6 mos. aferward

(iii) stte assessment/release determination before installation of interior lining

(2) after 12/22/94, must have spill and overdilf prevention equipment in accordance
with 334.51(b), consisting of: tight fill fittings [334.51(b)}{2)}{A)}; spill contalnment
equipment such as liquid-tight catchmenis, manways, risers, sumps [334.51(b)(Z)(B);
overfill prevention equipment such as automatic shut off valves or flow restrictors
[334.54(b){2)(C)

(3) release detection for plping

(A) after 12/22/90, all piping must be compliant with 334.50{b)}{2)A)}, inciuding

{hautomnatic line leak detection and {iifiesting or monitorng of lines by one or more of
{1) tightness testing or (1} one of the methods listed in liem 3 [334,50(d)(5-8}]

(B) reguirements for suction and gravily flow piping

(i) each line must be ekfther {{} tested once per 3 years by tightness testing or (I}
monitored once per month using one of the methods listed in item 3 [334.50{d)(5 - 8}]

(4) adding release detection for tanks no later than 12/22/83 in accordance with
334.50(0)(1), which requires leak detection by methods listed in ltem 3 [334.80(d}{4-
8]

12

13

14

30 TAC 334.54 Temporary removal
from service

{b) all UST systems must have (2} all piping, pumps, manways, and anciliary
equipment capped, plugged, locked, or otherwise secured

{c) protected and monttored UST systams may remain out of senvice if (1) protected
from comrosion under 334.49 and (2) monitored for releases under 334.50

{d} unprotected and unmonitored systems must be subjected to procedures o
permaneantly remove USTs from service or bring them back info service after 10
months continuous non-service and be complete by 12 months In the process of

reintroducing service or permanent removal from senvice




@\Mashington

Environmental Deficiencies of the Existing Airport
Underground Fuel Storage and Dispensing Systems

EPA and TNRCC Regquirements:

* Either double-wall UST or UST installed in a containment vessel or
UST encased in a corrosion proof material (Currently only required
for new construction in Texas)

* Requirement for installation of corrosion protection system on all
USTs

« Installation of positive overflow prevention systems on all USTs

* Leak detection alarm system installed for all USTs

* Requirement for tightness testing of UST and underground piping
* Requirement for spill protection and collection device or berming

+ TNRCC requirement for gasoline vapor entrapment and collection in
air quality non-attainment areas (greater Dallas-Ft Worth)

« TNRCC reporting, clean-up, and close-out requirements

* OSHA requirement for emergency shut-off switch, alarm, and
eyewash unit



@ Washington

Reasons to Replace Underground Fuel Storage Tanks

* Probability that TNRCC will allow Natural Attenuation of existing fuel
contaminated subsurface soils if source is removed

* Provides credibility for the Town under the Voluntary Clean-up Program
(Innocent Landowner) and allows determination of liability for existing
contamination

» The existing USTs are old (installed late 50°s to early 60°s), cathodic corrosion
protection systems are marginal on old tanks, and they must be replaced
eventually

* The new Texas Risk Reduction Program (TRRP) will institute more flexible
yet possibly stricter standards required for corrective action and clean-up
levels

* Eventually, TNRCC will adopt current EPA (interstate) standards
« The Airport/Town needs a system to control fuel storage operations



@ Washington

Replacement of Existing Underground Fuel
Storage and Dispensing Systems

Estimate to Upgrade System in Accordance with

Current TNRCC Standards:
» UST Excavation & Removal (@$3000/tank) $ 54,000
* Double Wall Storage Tanks (@ $2.50/gal installed) $ 875,000
* Surface Containment Structures & O/W Separator § 40,000
« New Controls, Vapor Cap and Equipment $ 350,000
$
$

*  Clean Backfill & Haul 8,000
« Miscellaneous (permits, shoring & barricades) 7,000
« Contingencies (20%) $ 266,000
+ Total $ 1,600,000

Note: Replacement costs are for the existing operating tanks, assuming all pumps, meters, piping, and valves are not
salvageable and are to be replaced during double wall tank installation (18 USTs must be removed to provide
room for the replacement tanks). Does not include costs for environmental remediation of contaminated soil
and groundwater; however, TNRCC may require some subsurface clean-up prior to installation.



Y Washington

New Bulk Fuel Storage and Dispensing Facility

New Facility Construction Estimate:

» Site work, Pavement, and Utilities $ 195,000
 Containment Structure and Pad $ 180,000
» Storage Tanks and Piping (@ $2.00/gal installed) $ 800,000
* Controls and Equipment $ 450,000
* Cover and Structure $ 145,000
« Contingency (10%) $ 180,000
» Contract Construction Total $1,950,000

Note: New construction consists of sixteen 25,000 gal tanks in a stand-alone, covered facility.
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@ Washington

New Airport Fuel Storage and Dispensing Facility

Off-Load Systems:
¢ Overflow protection with automatic valve closure and pump stop
* Infrared particle contamination monitor with pump stop
* Fuel filter with water separator and high level/pressure shut-off
¢ Digital fuel flow meter

Fuel Dispensing Systems:
» Final in-line filter
*  Truck fill aute shut-off
» Dispensing unit reader and digital fuel flow meter

Facility Safety Systems:
* Remote emergency pump shut-off switch
* Emergency alarm system, direct connection to police & fire
* Fuel product leak detection system with alarm
* Vehicle-facility grounding system
« Full washdown capability
+ Oil-water separator connected to containment areas
» Emergency eye wash units
» Fire protection system
+ Integrated control panel



@ Washington

Underground Fuel Storage and Dispensing
System Upgrade Costs at other locations

Replace & Upgrade a Two-UST Fuel System at McKinney Municipal
Airport, December 1999, Total Construction Cost: $198,782

Replace and Remove UST Fuel System with Two 20,000 bbl Above-
Ground Jet Fuel Storage Tanks at Phoenix ANG Base, August 1998,
Total Construction Cost: $4.750 million, or about $95,250 per 25,000
gal of storage/equip

Replace UST with Above-Ground Storage Tanks at Denton Municipal
Airport: $42,000 to pull four 12,000 gal USTs (no clean-up) and
$260,000 to install four 12,000 gal Above-Ground Tanks

Two new 4,000 bbl Above-Ground Jet Fuel Storage Tanks for SWA at
El Paso International Airport, June 2001, Total Construction Cost:
$3.1 million, including equipment, piping, and QC/Operations
Building, or about $180,000 per 25,000 gal of storage/equip



® Washington

SUMMARY
» Majority of tanks are over 30 years old and may be leaking
» Thousands of gallons of fuel has been released to the environment
* A spill of 1500 gallons occurred within the last month
» Currently, 10 of 29 tanks are not being used, but contain fuel

» Soil and perhaps ground water contamination are migrating to the West under the T-
Hangars and to the East, under the road

* Remediation will be required by the TNRCC; natural attenuation is a very probable
option. But, COMPLETE definition of the extent of contamination must be identified

* Tank farm is not complying with current regulations
» Either the existing system must be brought into compliance or a new facility constructed

» A new, aesthetic and compliant fuel farm can be constructed at costs similar to major

renovation of the existing tank farm
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Industrial/Process

Wednesday, February 27, 2002
WGI Project No. 25361

QP&ES 02-E002
Mr. Mark Acevedo
Administrator
Facilities & Fleet Services
Town of Addison
P.O. Box 9010
Addison, TX 75001-9010
PROPOSED SCOPE OF WORK
FOR
SUPPLEMENTAL CONSULTATION SERVICES
PHASE Il ENVIRONMENTAL SITE ASSESSMENT /(})/
ADDISON AIRPORY FUEL FARM

ADDISON, TEXAS

Dear NMr. Acevedo:

In accordance with your instructions during our meeting February 20, we are
forwarding to you our proposal to provide supplemental consultation services to assist the
Town of Addison in developing a strategy for managing the Fugf Area at Addison Airport.

Background

The Town of Addison retained Washington Grougf International, Inc., (Washington)
to conduct a Phase [I Environmental Site Assessment £f the Fusl Area at Addison Airport.
We conducted a soil vapor survey and some limited soil and groundwater sampling and
testing to gain a general understanding of baseline Aubsurface conditions for hydrocarbon
contamination. The preliminary findings of the first portion (Tasks 1 to 4) of the study were
presented to the Town during a meeting OWﬁe preliminary findings
indicated the presence of hydrocarbons i groundwater at concentrations
exceeding Texas Natural Resource Conservation Commission (TNRCC) Action Limits, or
those concentrations above which TNRCC requires additional investigation and/or
remediation. Based on these findings, the Town directed us to develop a program for
presentation to the Town Council and cost estimates for possible Fuel Area upgrading or
new construction. The scope of work and pricing to comply with the Town's direclive is
presented in the following sections.

The Town also directed us to develop the final scope of work to complete the
remaining Phase |l ESA work, which consists of complete delineation of the extent and
magnitude of the subsurface contamination. The scope of work to complete the remaining
work will be submitted under separate cover.

........

1250 W. Serm Houston Phwy. 5. Houston, TX 77042 » PO Box 1281 Mouston, TX 772541281 8 Phone: (281} 525-3000 » Pax (201) 5289-85%66
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Scope of Work

We will conduct three tasks that are in addition to the tasks presented in cur
December 13, 2001 proposal for the Phase Il ESA, consisting of (1) making a presentation
to the Town Council to explain the findings to date of our study, (2) conducting a detailed

regulatory analysis to identify specific TNRCC underground storage tank regulations for (a)

_.Bvaluating Fusl Area compliance and (b) identifying regulations that must be accounted for
in any engineering design work for upgrade or new construction, and (3) developing cost
estimates to (a) upgrade the existing Fuel Area to become compliant with TNRCC
regulations and to (b) design and build a new Fue! Area.

Task 1 - Presentation. We will develop a presentation format that is geared toward
graphically demonstrating to the Town Councit the extent and magnitude of the subsurface
contamination determined to date. We will attempt to make the presentation as simple as
possible, bearing in mind the probable non+technical backgrounds of the Council members.
Technical issues will be addressed only to the extent necessary to give a general
understanding to Councit members of the steps taken to derive the data. We will provide
handouts of the presentation slides andfor figures for Council members and Town
management personnel. The presentstion will be conducted with PowerPoint or some
similar means of graphically displaying the findings.

The actual presentation will be conducted by Washington's Project Manager, Field
Manager, and Airport Engineer. We will make the presentation on Wednesday, March 6,
2002, at the 7 p.m. hearing, assuming the current schedule remains the same. Before the
Council hearing begins, we would recommend a dry run of the presentation before Town
management personnel. To that end, we have made provisions to be at the Town during
the normal working hours of March 6.

Task 2 - Requlatory Analysis. During the February 20 meeting, the Town
indicated a desire to know the reguiatory implications of the Fuel Area operations.
Specifically, the desire was stated to know the specific TNRCC regulations by name and
number that dictate how the tanks are 1o be managed. This exercise is necessary in any
case to determine which regulations affect either an upgrading program for the existing
tanks or a design/build scenario for a new tank farm. Washington's Airport Engineer will
need to know the specific design requirements that are stated in the regulations for either
scenario.

We will conduct a thorough review of the regulations found in 38 Texas
Administrative Code 334, Underground and Aboveground Storage Tanks, to idé

do not have detailed operation logs and tank system design drawings, such-that

will be based on what we could see at the surface during previous reconnaissance of the
Fuel Area and a general understanding of operational histories. We will not address tank
registration, fees, or other administrative critena that, although important, are not germane
to this effort. When necessary for purposes of dlarification, we will also speak with TNRCC
personnel to gain an understanding of their interpretation of the regulations. We will speak
with agency personnel in a generic sense without reference to the Town.
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Task 3 - Cost Estimates. Based on the specific regulations of 30 TAC 334 and
good engineering practice, our Airport Engineer will develop two cost estimates, one to
upgrade the existing Fuel Area ag’d a second to design and build a new tank farm. We will
not take into consideration remediation costs since we do not know what, if any, remedial
actions will be required by TNRC(C. The Airport Engineer will develop some basic drawings
in CAD to assist in establishing an upgrade and design basis, but we have made no
provisions for development of detailed construction drawings and related documents
(P&IDs, isometrics, PFDs, materia! takeoffs, bid tabs).

Price

The Lump Sum price to conduct Task 1 through Task 3 as one program is $9900 ..
This price includes (1) labor for development of the presentation, development of the cost
estimates and associated drawings, regulatory analysis, and the actual presentation; and
(2) expenses for travel from Denver and Houston, including food and lodging, and
reproduction for presentation matdrial handouts.

Scope of Work Acceptance

if you accept this scope of work, please sign below or forward us a signed Purchase
Order or similar authorizing document that references this Scope of Work. This work will be
cenducted as a supplement fo thel agreement for the Phase [| ESA, as previously approved
by Mr. Ron Whitehead.

Closing Remarks

We are pleased to have this opportunity to serve the Town of Addison and to
demonstrate our breadth of capabilities. We look forward to working with you.

Sincersly,
WASHINGTON GROUP INTERNATIONAL
TNRCC RCAS 00169

Gl ﬂ y 2V

aul R. Wild
Manager of Environmental Services
TNRCC CAPMO0D385

Accepted By

Ron Whitehead
City Manager

Date:

LM Addeon!P rojocts hasel ESANS up Lo AR Onsaion. oo



Jim Pierce

From: paul.wild@wgint.com

Sent: Wednesday, February 27, 2002 3.23 PM

To: Macevedo@Ci. Addison. Tx. Us

Cc: Jpierce@Ci. Addison. Tx. Us; David_Pearce@staubach. com; Samue! G Lundgren; Ron
Bowlin

Mark, thanks for the call. As I mentioned on the phone, we see the
project
developing in the following fashion:

1. Make the presentation to the Council and get any feedback that we can
reasonably address in the final report for the first part of our study.

2. Provide final report on the study the week after the presentation, in
the
3/11 to 3/13 timeframe.

3. Allow Town to digest report.

4. Conference call between Town and Washington sometime during the week
of

3/18 at Town's convenience to discuss final scope of work. Three items
to

include in discussion: (a) possibility of using existing monitoring
wells to

support the study; (b)plan for accessing street and adjacent properties
to

complete the sc0il gas survey; {(c} estimate the final number of borings
and

wells with associated testing needed to characterize extent and
magnitude of

subsurface contamination.

5. Develop final scope of work based on agreed program from conference
call.
Submit late in week for week of 3/18 or early week of 3/25.

6. Assuming final approval, proceed with second part of study early
April.

I hope this helps. Let me know if anything needs clarxification. Thanks
for
your feedback.

Paul


mailto:paul.wild@wgint.com
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N
NERN)
e Terry Payne & Co., Inc.

S © INSURANCE « BOMNOCS

January 22, 2002
Mr. James Pierce ’ Via Muail & Fax
Town of Addison
P.O. Box 9010
Addison, TX 75001-9010
RE: Certificate of Insurance
Washington Group International, Inc,
Dear James,
Per our client’s request, enclosed are certificates of insurance for the above referenced, There
are two separate certificates. One has three pages, and it evidences all required coverages -
except the Environmental Liability requested in the contract. The Environmental/Pollution
coverage is shown on a separsate, single page, certificate.
Please call if you have any questions.

Thank you!

Sincerely,

Jenny Skillicorn
Encl.
cc:  Karen Frans, Risk Management

Ron Bowlin, WGI ~ Houston, TX (Via Fax)
Charles Nash, WGI ~ Houston, TX (Via Mail)

Past Office Box 16130 - 2620 Radio Way, Sulte G- Missoula, Montasna 58808  (408] 728-4050 FAX: (406) 728-5487
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CAGE H41 TERD &®

Serisl# 3181 | (> CERT CONFERS NO RIGHTS UPON THE GERTIFICATE
Terry Payne & Co., Ing, HOLOER, THIS CERTIFICATE DOES NOT AMEND, EXTEND OR
PO, Box 16130 ALTER THE COVERAGE AFFORDED BY THE POLICIES BELOW.
Missoula, MT 52808 COMPANIES AFFORDING COVERAGE
408-728-4050¢ oM
A TRAVELERS INDEMNITY COMPANY OF ILLLINOIB
INSURED
SR TRAVELERS INDEMNITY COMPANY OF CT
WASHINGTON GROUP INTERNATIONAL, INC.
2433 KIRBY DRIVE COMPANY
HOUSTON, TX 77054 ¢ LLOYDSOFLONDON
COMPANY
D
0y CERTIFY THAT THE POLICIES OF INSURANCE LISTED BELOW HAVE BEEN ISSUED 0 THE INSURED ABOVE FOR THE POLICY PERIOD
Ibé{) G&TEE), NOTWHTHSTANDING ANY REQUEREMENT, TERM OR CONDITION OF ANY CONTRACT OR OTHER DOGUMENT WITH RESPECT TO WHICH THIS
CERTIFIGATE MAY BE ISSUED OR MAY PERTAIN, THE INSURANGE AFFORDED B Y THE POLICIES DESCRIBED HERERN 15 SUBJECT TO ALL THE TERMS,
EXCLLISIONS AND CONDITIONS OF SUGH POLICIES, UMITS SHOWN MAY HAVE BEEN REDUGED BY PAID CLAIMS,
ol TYPE OF IRSURANGE POLICY NUMBER p&;‘éﬁm P&ﬁiiﬂ?&” LTS
A |GENERAL LIABILITY RTCZJGLSA-261T1514-85 411500 4f1i02 GENERAL AGGREGATE E 3600000
X | COMMERGIAY, GENERAL LIABILITY PRODUSTS - COMPOP AGS |8 3500000
i CLAIMS MADE DECUR PERSONAL EADVINURY |5 2000000
3 | OWNER'S & CONTRACTOR'S PROY EACH OCCURRENCE 5 2006000
70| Agi Appias Senozately te Projact FiRE DAMAGE {Anyons e} | & 2000000
u— MED EXP [Asy on botsotd $ 18000
B |AUTOMOBILE LIABRATY RTCIECAP-260T0186-99 471799 4102
] ANY AUTO COMBRIED SINGLE LMY s 2000000
B ALL OWNED AUTDS BODHY RJURY [
SOHEDIRED AUTOS {Per parson)
| HIRED AUTOS BODILY INJURY
NON-DWNED AUTOS (Per scciganty $
] PROPERTY DAMAGE $
GARAGE LIABLITY ALTQ QLY -EAACCHENT 3
T ANY AUTO OTHER THAN ALTO (REY:
- EACHACCIDENT |3
o] AGGREGATE | %
EXCESS LIABILITY EACH GOCURRENGE $
™1 UMBRELLA FORM AGGREGATE 3§
71 OTHER THAN BMBRELLA FORM 3
A | WORKER'S COMPENSATION AND RTCZJUB-260T0145-99 4/1/98 411702 X | rorvinars ek
EMPLOYERS' LIASILITY EL EAGH AGCIOENT P Z00G000
THE PROPRIETORS {
PRRTERE NCL EL DISEASE - POLIGY LIMIT $ 2000000
DFFCERS ARE: | EXCL EL DISEASE - EA EMPLOYEE [$ 20000060
QTHER
C LEOB05136 10701706 1041703
SEE BELOW 8/OR
ATTACHED

MCH!TECT g AND ENGINEERS PROPESSiONAL LIABIL!TY
UP 10 $2,000,000 COMBINED SINGLE LIMIT, EACH ACCIDENT
ALL RISK, SUBJECT TO POLICY TERMS, CONDITIONS AND DEDUCTIBLES

TOWN OF ADDIBON
P.O. BOX 8010
ADBISON, TX 78001-9910

** SEE ATTACHED **

SHOULD ANY OF THE ABOVE DESCRMIED POULES BE CANCELLED BEFORY THE
EXPIRATION GATE YHEREQF, THE ISSUING COMPANY WILL ERDEAVOR 10 MAL
_§§_ GAYS WRITTER NOWCE YO THE CERYTIFICATE HOLGER NAMED T{) THE LEFT,
BUT FAILURE T0 MAIL SUCH HOTICE SHALL HAPOSE RO CGELIGATION OR UARIITY
GF ANY HID UPON THE GOMPANY, TS AGENTS QR REPHESENTATIVES.

AUTRUNIZED AEPRESERTETIVE
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1=22~0%; B:1aATAM;TERRY FAYRNE ~AND CO * 408 B4y THHEO #

DESCRIPTION OF OPERATIONS/LOCATIONS/VEHICLES/SPECIAL ITEMS
INSURED: Washington Group Internmaticnal, Inc.

HOLDER : Town of Addison
P.0O. Box 5010
Addison, TX 75001-5%010

RE: Collection of Soil Vapor, Soil, and Groundwater Samples to
Characterize the Surface Conditions for a Phase II ESA.
Washington Contract Ho, 25361

Town of Addiscn, Texas, and its Officials, Officers, Agents, and
Employees arve included as Additional Insureds in accordance with
the attached policy endorsement language. {General Liability Only)

Town of Addison, Texas, and its Officials, Officers, Agents, and
Employees are included as Additional Insureds.
(Automcobile Liakility Only)

A Waiver of Bubrogation in favor of all Assureds is included.

It ig further understood and agreed that coverage provided by this
policy shall be primary as to any other valid and collectible
insurance,

SEVERABILITY OF INTERESTS {(Cross Liability): It is agreed that the
inclusion of more than one insured under this policy shall not
operate to impair the rights of one insured against another insured
and the coverage afforded by this policy shall apply as though
separate policies had been issued to each insured. The inclusion
of more than one insured s$hall not, however, operate to increase
the limit of the company’s liability.

**% Companies affording coverage include Lloydg of London &
Participating Companies.

Signed by:

.0, Box 16130
Missoula, MT 58808

Seriat# 3181 ' Page 2
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Pu22wGZ ) B 4TAMITERRY FPAYNE sND CO

To bhe attached to and become a part of the Certificate of Insurance
issued to the Town of Addiscn,

GENERAL LIABILITY:
Policy Number: RTC2JGLSA~261T1514-92

It is agreed that the defipition of Insured is awmended to include
any person or organization the Named Insured is required by written
contract to include ag Additional Insured. The "written contract®
must be executed prior to the "occuryrence" of any lossg., Insurance
provided by this amendment is limited to the extent of coverage and
limits of liability required by the "written contract,® and will
not increase the limits of the policy or the extent of coverage
stated in this policy. The insurance provided by this amendment is
limited to only the Legal Liability arising out of the performance
of the Named Insured's work under the written contract and ghall
terminate at the time of completion, or such other time as defined
in the written contract.

With respect to the insurance afforded the Additional Insureds, it
is further agreed that this ingurance does not apply te liability
for “Bodily Injury” or "Property Damage" arising out of acts or
omissions of the Additional Insured unless this has been agreed to
by written contract executed prior to the "eccurrence” of any loss.

Signed BY: y//) Mb

Terry Payne & Co., Inc.
B.O. Box 16130
Missoula, MT 59808

Senat i 3181 Page 3
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smZ2-02; G:aVAMITERAY PAYME -AND CO CA0G #47 7590 L3 as s

5 A 4
ONLY AND CONFERS NO RIGHTS UPON THE

CERTIFICATE
Terry Payne & Eo,, Ine., HOLDER. THIE CERTIFICATE DOES NOT AMEND, EXTEND OR
P.0. Box 16130 ALTER THE COVERAGE AFFORBED BY THE POLICIES BELOW.
Missoula, MT 53808 COMPANIES AFFORBING COVERAGE

40€-728-4050 prarm——
A TRAVELERS INDEMNITY COMPANY OF ILLINOIS

INSURED COMPANY
WASHINGTON GROUP INTERNATIONAL, INC, B
#4339 KIRBY DRIVE COMPANY
HOUSTON, TX 77054 [

COMPANY
)

AL

] YED
INDICATED, NOTWITHSTANDING ANY REGUIREMENT, TEAM OR CONDITION OF ANY CONTRACT OR OTHER DOCUMENT WITH RESPECT TO WHICH THIS
CERTIFICATE MAY BE ISSUED OR MAY PERTAIN, THE INSURANCE AFFORDED B Y THE POLICIES DESCRIBED HEREIN IS SUBJECT TO ALL THE TERMS,
EXCLUBIONS AND CONDITIONS OF SUCH POUICIES, LIMITS SHOWN MAY HAVE BEEN REDUGED 8Y PAID GLAIMS.

co TYPE OF INSURANCE POLICY NUMBER FOAE (MO, | DATE (AMTONY) LIMITS
GENERAL LIABRITY GENERAL AGGREBATE s
™ JCOMMERGEAL SERERAL LABILITY PRODUCTS « COMPIDR AGS | §
_I CLAIME MALE Cx OCCUR PERSOMAL & ADVINJURY -4
GVAERS & CONTRACTOR'S PROT EACH OCCURRENGE $
) FiRE DAMAGE Ginyonafie) | S
] MED EXP {Anyoan person) 3
AUTOMUBILE LIABILITY
T ANY AUTO COMBINED SINGLE LT $
T} ALL OWNED AUTOS BOBILY IJURY s
SCHEDULED AUTOS {far person)
HIRED AUTOS SODEY RULRY s
HON-OWNED AUTDS (Per acudent)
- ] PROPERTY OAMAGE 5
GARAGE UABLITY AUTE ONLY - EA ACCIBENT |5
1 ANY AUTG OTHER THAR AUTO DHLY:
o EACH ACCIDENY | §
T AGGREGATE | §
EXCESS LABILIY EACH GUOURRENGE $
UMBRELLA FORM AGGREGATE F]
™ UTHER THAR UMBRELLA FORM ) P
S o o A0 ERee T e
&L EAGH ACCIDENT s
Pl "?-UF'*'ETC’FEWE HCL . €L DISEASE - POLICY LUMT %
QEFHSERS ARE; EXCL €1, OBEASE - EA ENMPLOYEE 13
A |CONTRACTORS POLLUTION | RTCZJ-GLSA-16505266-99 411199 4M/02 (32,000,000 EACH CLAIM
& PROFESSIONAL LIABILITY 32,000,000 AGGREGATE

JUESCRIPTIOR OF CPERATIONSLOCATIONSIVERICCE SIS FECIRCTTERS
RE: COLLECTION OF BOR VAPOR, SO, AND GROUNDWATER SAMPLES TO GHARACTERIZE THE SURFAGE CONDITIONS FOR A PHASE Il ESA,
WASHINGTON CONTRACT NO, 25361

TOWN OF ADDRISON, TEXAS, AND TS OFFICIALE, OFFICERS, AGENTS, AND EMPLOYEES ARE INCLUDED AS ADDITIONAL INSUREDS.

% =1

SHOULD ANY DF THE ABOVE BESTRIBEQ POLICEES BE CANCELLED BEFORE THE

TOWN OF ADDISON EXPIRATION DATE THEREOP, THE ISSUING GOMPANY Will ENDEAVDR TO MARL
P.O. BOX 2010 30 pavs WHITTEN HOTILE %0 THE CERVIFICATE HOLDER HAMED 10 THE LEFT,
ADDISON, TX 75001-9010 ALY FAILURE TOMAIL SUCH NOTICE SHALL IMPOSE NO DRLIGATION OR LIABILITY

OF ANY KO UPON THE COMPANY, IT8 AGENTS DR REPRESENTATIVES,
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DATE SUBMITTED: December 4, 2001
FOR COUNCIL BEETING: December 11, 2001

Council Agenda Item:
SUMMARY;

This Item is to award a contract to conduct a Phase 11 Environmental Assessment of the Addison
Arrport Fuel Farm,

FINANCIAL IMPACT:

Funds Available: £85,000
Cost: $81,800
Funding Source: Airport Fund
BACKGROUND:

The Airport Phase I Environmental Assessment Update of the Airport that was completed in
August 2001 by Camp, Dresser and McKee, recommended that a Phase I Environmental
Assessment be performed on the Airport Fuel Farm. The purpose of a Phase 11 is to determine
the extent of soil and groundwater contamination, if any, as a result of operations at the fuel farm.

The Town solicited statements of qualifications from interested firms, and received ten responses.
The Town evaluated the responses and selected Washington Group International to subnut a
proposal to do the work. A copy of Washington’s proposal is attached.

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the City Manager be authorized to contract with Washington Group

International for Tasks 1 through 4 for a lump sum amount of $42,600, and for Tasks 5 and 6 ona
time and materials basis, for a total amount not to excesd $81,800.

11, 650
b5, 5ov
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